_ Right Hon. the Earl of Reading
surpassed at the Bar. He was, indeed, infinitely dexterous in any matter which required the discussion of a point of construction; or the discrimination between a long catena of authorities.
But of any case which required the examination of ledgers or accounts, he was the supreme master of the English Bar. He seemed, indeed, almost to think in terms of double entry. His extraordinary gifts in this kind of case were vividly illustrated in the Whitaker Wright prosecution ; though a hundred other instances could be given by anyone who studied, however superficially, his forensic career.
He was  at the head of the  English  Bar—for Finlay   and   Carson   were   Law   Officers—when   he entered  the House  of Commons.    He  sat for the Borough  of Reading from  1904 to  1918.    It  was expected that he would repeat in the House of Commons the brilliant rhetorical successes of his forensic career.    But his was to be the fate of Erskine and of Charles Russell.    The master of so many juries was   denied  the   gift  of acceptable  speech  in  the IMEother   of  Parliaments.   No   one   can   confidently S£ty of a great lawyer before he enters Parliament whether  he will  succeed there  or  not.    Some fail because they are  too flamboyant;   others because they  are too  arid;  a few,  like Erskine,  and perhaps   Isaacs,   because  too  much  was  expected   of them.
But although he was thereby denied the laurels of a great Parliamentary success, his performance -was sufficient, when considered side by side with his immense forensic position, to make him, in the year 1910, Solicitor-General. In the same year he
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